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nothing to be afraid of in the emergency Bill, and it would be for the new Govern-
ment to decide whether it was wanted or not.	^m^n+A +/>
Mr. Hotson observed that the new Government would no be compelled to
use the legislation if it was not wanted. The only possible difficulty might be that
the existence of such a legislation would tempt the new Government to use it.
The amendment extending the   life   of  the Bill   for   five years   was carried
y 4Mr° Itechar then moved an amendment that the local Government should
declare* only with the concurrence of the Bombay Corporation that a state of
emergency existed. Mr. Petit, opposing the amendment, characterised it as im-
practicable, as the Bombay Corporation was the most heterogenous body
imaginable. The amendment was lost.
Mr. Joshi moved an amendment that the Government ought not to declare a
state of "emergency on the sole ground that a strike of workmen, or a lock-ouv of
workmen by employers was in contemplation.
The Legal Remembrancer, opposing the amendment, said that the Bill stated
that its provisions could be brought into force when public tranquility was
endangered as the consequence of a strike. Mr. Asvale, supporting the amendment,
said that there was some fear in their minds. Therefore, the amendment should be
passed. The Home Member, opposing the amendment, said that is was un-
necessary and superfluous. Mr. Joshi replying said that there was great appre-
hension in the minds of labourers regarding that.
Mr.   Joshi's amendment was rejected.
Mr. R. G. Pradhan moved an amendment that the notification declaring an
emergency should be laid before the Legislative Council at the very next session
for its approval, and that if the Council disapproved of it, the notification should be
cancelled by the Government.
The Home Member, opposing, asked whether it was right that the Executive
authority of the Government should be limited. They did no see much sign of
confidence in the Government on the part of the House. In England they had to
go before Parliament, but conditions in India differed. In England, the Government
was kept in power on the majority support, but in India that was not the case.
Concluding, the speaker said that it was a mournful confession, but it was true!
He would be glad to accept any suggestion for keeping papers on the matter on the
council table.
Mr.   Pradhan;s amendment was lost.
The Council then adopted an amendment preventing the penalty provisions
from being made applicable to the whole Presidency area, when an emergency was
localised in only a part of the area.
Mr. Nariman's amendment to that of the Home Member, confining emergency
to trade disputes and industrial disputes alone, was rejected.
m Mr.   Chandrachud's amendment to add a  clause after the words "Criminal
Intimidation'7 "if the threat be to cause any offence or act mentioned   in  Para  2
Section 5o6s Criminal Procedure" was negatived.	J
The Council also rejected Mr. R. G. Pradhan's amendment, giving the High
Court power to decide the legality of the notification, the Government opposing
on the ground that it was ultra vires. The House then adjourned.
On the loth AUGUST, after interpellations, the Intimidation Bill Passed its
third reading and became law.	*
The Presidency Area Safeguarding Bill.
Mr. Hotson, the Home Member, then introduced the Presidency Area Safe-
guarding Life and Property (in times of emergency ) Bill empowering the oolice
to remove bad characters from the city in cases of emergency	P
£* F* Nariman raised a point of order, declaring the Bill  'ultra vires3 as
Mr.   Hotson replied that as the Bill had received the Governor General**
previous sanction, the question of jurisdiction did not arise.        ^overnor general s
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